
DRAFT Environmental Assessment, Rhode Island Air National Guard, 143 AW, Quonset State 
Airport ï February 2021 

i  
 

 

Draft Environmental 
Assessment 

Rhode Island Air National Guard               
143rd Airlift Wing                          

Quonset State Airport                       
North Kingstown, Rhode Island 

 

 
 
 
 

2020 

United States Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District 
2/9/2021 



DRAFT Environmental Assessment, Rhode Island Air National Guard, 143 AW, Quonset State 
Airport ï February 2021 

ii 

 

 
 

 

This page intentionally left blank 

for double-sided printing. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  
  
  



  

 

 
  iii 
 
DRAFT Environmental Assessment, Rhode Island Air National Guard, 143 AW, Quonset 
State Airport ï February 2021 

 
  



  

 

 
  iv 
 
DRAFT Environmental Assessment, Rhode Island Air National Guard, 143 AW, Quonset 
State Airport ï February 2021 

 
This page intentionally left blank 

for double-sided printing. 



DRAFT Environmental Assessment, Rhode Island Air National Guard, 143AW, Quonset State 
Airport ï February 2021 

v 

 

 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The National Guard Bureau proposes to provide the 143 Airlift Wing (143 AW) at the 

Quonset Air National Guard base with properly sized and configured facilities that are 

needed to effectively accomplish their mission. The Proposed Action constructs six new 

facilities in support of the 143 AW, Rhode Island Air National Guard Installation 

Development Plan (IDP) 2018. The Proposed Action also includes five structure 

renovations and one demolition.  

Three alternatives were identified and considered during the project planning stage.  

¶ Alternative 1 generally includes renovating facilities and/or constructing 

completely new facilities.  

¶ Alternative 2 is the Proposed Action/Preferred Alternative.  

¶ The No Action Alternative means the base would continue to use outdated 

facilities that fail to support efficient mission execution.  

 

The Proposed Action would not significantly impact any of the resources analyzed. A 

listing of the resources with impacts other than significant are as follows:  

¶ Safety ï Beneficial impact. The upgraded and newly located Entry Control 

Facility (ECF) will provide a secure and safe entrance into the installation. 

Additionally, renovations and repairs will bring buildings and systems into 

compliance with safety and health regulations.  

¶ Land Use ï No significant impact. 

¶ Water Resources ï No significant impact. The conversion of approximately 5 

acres of permeable land to impermeable land could increase localized 

stormwater runoff. However, stormwater treatment and mitigation are planned 

with the installation of vegetated swales and bio-retention that are sufficient to 

ensure no net increase in peak flow rates and total volume of runoff from the site.  

¶ Biological Resources ï No significant impact. 

¶ Transportation and Traffic Circulation ï Beneficial impact. Construction of a 

new ECF will result in the reduction of traffic congestion on the local road, 

providing a more efficient traffic circulation.   

¶ Visual Resources ï No significant impact. 

¶ Cultural Resources ï No significant impacts are anticipated. In the event of 

inadvertent archaeological discovery during ground-moving operations, work 

would immediately cease in the vicinity of the discovery and the 143 AW would 

conduct further consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office and 

federally recognized tribes to determine an appropriate course of action.  

¶ Socioeconomics ï Beneficial impact. The implementation of construction 

projects will bring an opportunity for temporary local jobs, including both skilled 

and unskilled (general labor) construction and related work. 
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Implementing the Proposed Action would have no significant adverse effects, and no 

mitigation measures would be required. For many resource areas, best management 

practices (BMPs) would be implemented to further minimize the potential effects. The 

following resources are not impacted or would only experience temporary impacts:  

¶ Air Quality ï Temporary construction related impact. Project construction would 

employ BMPs to minimize fugitive dust and tailpipe emissions. These BMPs are 

not necessarily all-inclusive; the Quonset Air National Guard Base, Rhode Island 

Air National Guard, and any contractors would need to comply with all applicable 

air pollution control regulations.  

¶ Noise ï Temporary construction related impact. Project construction would occur 

between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. to minimize nuisance noise levels 

at nearby residences. 

¶ Geological Resources ï Temporary construction related impact. BMPs will be 

implemented in accordance with the General Permit for Stormwater Discharges 

Associated with Construction Activity and its associated Stormwater Pollution 

Prevention Plan (SWPPP).  

¶ Solid Waste ï Temporary construction related impact. Recyclable materials and 

construction and demolition debris will be diverted from the solid waste stream as 

outlined in the 143 AWôs Integrated Solid Waste Management Plan. 

¶ Hazardous Materials and Wastes ï Temporary construction related impact. 

The new construction and demolition activities would temporarily increase the 

use and generation of hazardous materials and wastes.  However, the use, 

handling, storage, and disposal of these products would comply with state and 

federal regulations and the procedures outlined in the 143 AWôs Hazardous 

Waste Management Plan. 

 

The impacts of the Proposed Action when combined with impacts from other present or 

planned development in the surrounding area are not anticipated to result in significant 

adverse cumulative impacts. Based on the current analysis and impacts, the Proposed 

Action would not result in significant or major adverse impacts on any of the resources 

analyzed within this document, and no further analysis or documentation, such as the 

preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), is required.  
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1. INTRODUCTION  

1.1  BACKGROUND  
Department of Defense (DoD) Directive 5105.77 established the National Guard Bureau 
(NGB) as a joint activity of the DoD, and describes the organization and management of 
the NGB, which includes the Director of the Air National Guard (ANG) (DoD, 2015). The 
ANG has prepared this Environmental Assessment (EA) to evaluate the potential 
consequences to the human and natural environment that may result from base 
infrastructure improvement projects including renovations, construction, and demolitions 
at the Rhode Island Air National Guardôs (RIANGôs) 143rd Airlift Wing (143 AW), North 
Kingstown, Rhode Island. NGB is the lead agency for this EA pursuant to 40 CFR 
§1501.5 and §1508.5. This EA identifies applicable management actions and best 
management practices (BMPs) that would avoid or minimize impacts relevant to the 
implementation of the Proposed Action and alternatives (to include the No-Action 
Alternative). 
 
This EA has been prepared consistent with the National Environmental Quality Act 
(NEPA) (42 United States Code [USC] 4321-4347), Council on Environmental Quality 
(CEQ) Regulations for Implementing the Procedural Provisions of the National 
Environmental Policy Act (40 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] parts 1500-1508), and 
32 CFR 989, et seq., Environmental Impact Analysis Process. 
 

1.2  LOCATION AND HISTORY 
The RIANG 143rd Airlift Wing (143 AW) at Quonset State Airport is located in North 
Kingstown, Rhode Island, on the shore of the Narragansett Bay, in Washington County 
(Figure 1). The installation, otherwise known as Quonset Air National Guard Base 
(RIANG), is situated in the western portion of the Quonset State Airport on 94.89 acres 
of land leased from the state of Rhode Island via the Rhode Island Airport Corporation 
(RIAC) and the Quonset Development Corporation (QDC) (Figure 2). The 143 AW is 
comprised of multiple Squadrons and Flights at two bases. The 143 AW and the 102d 
Cyber Operations Squadron reside at RIANG, and the 282d Combat Communications 
Squadron resides at North Smithfield ANG Station (NSANGS). 
 
The 143 AW dates to 1915 and was originally started by a group of Rhode Island 
residents. They purchased two Curtis Model ñFò Flying Boats, one of which was 
assigned to the state national guard. From 1942 to 1975, the unit carried out various 
missions which included photoreconnaissance, air defense, re-supply, and special 
operations. In 1975, the unit became the 143d Tactical Airlift Group and was assigned 
the Lockheed C-130A Hercules aircraft. In 1980, the unit moved from the Theodore 
Francis Green Airport in Warwick, Rhode Island to its current location at Quonset. 
Throughout the 1980s and 1990s, Rhode Island ñHerksò, as they were called, were 
found throughout the world, and played vital roles in many deployments and operations. 
 
In 2001, RIANG acquired additional land and began a base infrastructure modernization 
and construction program. Many facilities and utilities were upgraded or reconstructed 
as part of this initiative. In late 2001, the unit also received its first C-130J model aircraft 
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as a transition from the C-130E model. Quonset State Airport (OQU) is one of six 
airports that is operated by RIAC, and it has two active runways. 
 
Airport Operations are largely military and local general aviation, with some transient 
general aviation and air taxi traffic. No commercial air traffic flies in or out of OQU. 
 
A short list of historical events for the 143 AW includes the following: 

¶ 1968 ï Established as 143d Special Operations Group 

¶ 1968 ï Assigned to Rhode Island Air National Guard 

¶ 1970 ï Assisted Naval Underwater Systems Center with undersea acoustic 
studies in Africa and Canada with the HU-16 ñAlbatrossò aircraft.  

¶ 1975 ï Redesignated 143d Tactical Airlift Group 

¶ 1990 ï Provided support during Operation Desert Shield and again in 1991 with 
Operation Desert Storm.  

¶ 1995 ï Redesignated 143 AW 

¶ 2001 ï Deployed unit members to Ground Zero and US bases for homeland 
security.   

¶ 2001 ï Supported Operation Enduring Freedom/Operation Iraqi Freedom.   
 
The 143 AW currently operates eight (8) C-130J Hercules aircraft out of Quonset State 
Airport. Additionally, the 143 AW is composed of multiple units, including the 143d 
Operations Group, 143d Maintenance Group, 143d Mission Support Group, and 143d 
Medical Group.  
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Figure 1:  Map depicting the location of the Quonset State Airport and RIANG in North 

Kingstown, RI.  
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Figure 2: Aerial of RIANG in North Kingstown, RI. 
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1.3 CURRENT 143 AW MISSION AND OPERATIONS  
The mission of the 143 AW is to serve as the premier C-130J Combat Airpower, Cyber, 
and Combat Communications Center of Excellence meeting all federal and state 
support requirements while providing maximum assistance to national and international 
partners. The RIANG also supports ANGôs state mission and federal missions of: 

¶ Protecting life and property, and preserving peace, order, and public safety 
(state) 

¶ Maintaining mission ready forces capable of providing assistance in national 
emergencies and United States Air Force (USAF) global missions (federal) 

 
The 143 AW employs the C-130J aircraft to perform the tactical portion of the airlift 
mission. The aircraft is capable of operating from rough, dirt strips and is the prime 
transport for airdropping troops and equipment into hostile areas. 

 
The ANGôs federal mission is to maintain well-trained, well-equipped units available for 
prompt mobilization during war and provide assistance during national emergencies 
(such as natural disasters or civil disturbances). During peacetime, the combat-ready 
units and support units are assigned to most USAF major commands to carry out 
missions compatible with training, mobilization readiness, humanitarian, and 
contingency operations such as Operation Enduring Freedom in Afghanistan. 
 
When ANG units are not mobilized or under federal control, they report to the governor 
of their respective state, territory (Puerto Rico, Guam, Virgin Islands) or the 
commanding general of the District of Columbia National Guard. Each of the 54 
National Guard organizations is supervised by the Adjutant General of the state or 
territory. Under state law, the ANG provides protection of life and property and 
preserves peace, order, and public safety. These missions are accomplished through 
emergency relief support during natural disasters such as floods, earthquakes, and 
forest fires; search and rescue operations; support to civil defense authorities; and 
maintenance of vital public services and counterdrug operations. 
 
The Airlift Wing staff and others reside at RIANG. Currently, the 143 AW has one 
geographically separated unit (GSU), the 282nd Combat Communications Squadron 
(282 CBCS), which is located at North Smithfield; however, this unit is slated to relocate 
to Quonset. 
 

1.4 PURPOSE AND NEED  
The purpose of this federal action is to provide the 143 AW with properly sized and 
configured facilities that are needed to effectively accomplish their mission. The 
Proposed Action is necessary to replace outdated, undersized, or inadequate facilities 
and infrastructure to improve safety and morale of personnel and security of assets. 
New facilities must adhere to anti-terrorism/force protection (AT/FP) standards in DoD 
Minimum Antiterrorism Standards for Buildings as presented in Unified Facilities Criteria 
4-010-01 updated December 12, 2018. Many of the existing 143 AW facilities were 
constructed in the 1940s and do not meet new criteria or are no longer able to 
adequately support current mission requirements. The proposed new facilities, facility 
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modifications, demolitions, replacements, and repairs would enable the 143 AW to 
maintain a level of readiness necessary to support their mission. Installation planning, 
programming, and development strategy assessed facility and infrastructure conditions 
and identified the respective mission needs as follows: 
 

The existing installation does not fully meet current requirements for force 
protection regulations for Department of Defense (DoD) installations. To mitigate 
the risk of possible terrorist acts, more stringent DoD Force Protection Guidelines 
have been developed. DoD Antiterrorism Standards for Buildings, including 
minimum building setback distance requirements, control points at base 
entrances, clustering of buildings in a ñdefensibleò orientation, and location of 
roadways and parking relative to buildings, are not met at the existing base. A 
redesigned base will incorporate these requirements, complying with DoD 
guidelines and minimizing potential terrorist threats associated with military 
installations.  

 
Finally, existing structures at the base range from good to substandard condition. 
Structures with substandard conditions may require demolition in the near future.  
 

1.5 SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY REQUIREMENTS  
This document follows federal, state, and local laws, regulations, and policies applicable 
to the Proposed Action. This section provides an overview of these requirements. 
 

1.5.1  National Environmental Policy Act  
The NEPA (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) requires federal agencies to take into consideration 
potential environmental consequences of proposed actions in their decision-making 
process.  The intent of NEPA is to protect, restore, or enhance the environment through 
well-informed federal decisions. The CEQ was established under NEPA to implement 
and oversee federal policy in this process. The CEQ subsequently issued the 
Regulations for Implementing the Procedural Provisions of the NEPA (40 CFR § 1500-
1508) (CEQ 1978). These regulations specify that an EA be prepared to: 
 

¶ Briefly provide sufficient evidence and analysis for determining whether to 
prepare an EIS or a Finding of No Significant Information (FONSI); 

¶ Aid in an agencyôs compliance with NEPA when no EIS is necessary; and 

¶ Facilitate preparation of an EIS when one is necessary. 
 

To comply with NEPA and other pertinent environmental requirements, such as those 
established by the Endangered Species Act (ESA) and the National Historic 
Preservation Act (NHPA), the decision-making process includes a study of 
environmental issues related to the Proposed Action at the 143 AW. 
 

1.5.2  The Environmental Impact Analysis Process  
To meet federal requirements outlined in both NEPA and CEQ regulations, the Air 
Force codified their formal NEPA analysis process in 32 CFR Part 989 - Environmental 
Impact Analysis Process (EIAP). EIAP is the Air Force's NEPA compliance program. It 
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also provides the framework for complying with overseas environmental impact analysis 
requirements. Both NEPA and CEQ regulations require intergovernmental notifications 
prior to making any detailed statement of environmental impacts. Through the process 
of Interagency and Intergovernmental Coordination for Environmental Planning (IICEP), 
the USAF must notify concerned federal, state, and local agencies and the public, and 
allow them sufficient time to evaluate potential environmental impacts of a Proposed 
Action.   
 

1.5.3  Endangered Species Act  
The ESA (16 USC §§ 1531ï1544, as amended) established measures for the protection 
of plant and animal species that are federally listed as threatened and endangered, and 
for the conservation of habitats that are critical to the continued existence of those 
species.  Federal agencies must evaluate the effects of their Proposed Actions through 
a set of defined procedures, which can include the preparation of a Biological 
Assessment and can require formal consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
(USFWS) under Section 7 of the ESA.  
 

1.5.4  Clean Air Act and Conformity Requirements  
The Clean Air Act (CAA) (42 USC §§ 7401ï7671q, as amended) provided the authority 
for the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) to establish nationwide air 
quality standards to protect public health and welfare. Federal standards, known as the 
National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS), were developed for six criteria 
pollutants: ozone (O3), nitrogen dioxide (NO2), carbon monoxide (CO), sulfur dioxide 
(SO2), particulate matter (PM), and lead (Pb). The CAA also requires that each state 
prepare a State Implementation Plan (SIP) for maintaining and improving air quality and 
eliminating violations of the NAAQS. Under the CAA Amendments of 1990, federal 
agencies are required to determine whether their undertakings are in conformance with 
the applicable SIP. In addition, they must demonstrate that their actions will not cause 
or contribute to a new violation of the NAAQS; increase the frequency or severity of any 
existing violation; or delay timely attainment of any standard, emission reduction, or 
milestone contained in the SIP. The USEPAôs General Conformity Rule, 40 CFR Part 
51, Subpart W, requires proponents in maintenance and nonattainment areas to 
perform an analysis to determine if its proposed action would conform to the SIP. Under 
the General Conformity Rule, the action is exempt if the total direct and indirect 
emissions from the Proposed Action are below the de minimis levels. 
 

1.5.5  Water Resources Regulatory Requirements  
The Federal Water Pollution Control Act (also known as the Clean Water Act [CWA]) 
has a goal to restore and maintain the chemical, physical and biological integrity of 
waters (lakes, rivers, streams, wetlands, estuaries, and coastal zones) throughout the 
nation.  As such, the CWA establishes the basic structure for regulating discharges of 
pollutants into the waters of the Unites States and regulating water quality standards for 
surface waters.  Pertinent sections of the CWA include but are not limited to: 
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Section 401 gives States and authorized Tribes the authority to grant, deny, or 
waive water quality certification of proposed federally licensed or permitted 
activities that may result in a discharge into Waters of the United States. 
 
Section 402 requires that all construction sites on an acre or greater of land, as 
well as municipal, industrial, and commercial facilities discharging wastewater or 
stormwater directly from a point source (a pipe, ditch or channel) into a surface 
water of the United States (a lake, river, and/or ocean), must obtain permission 
under the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit.  
 
Section 404 regulates development activities in Waters of the US (WOTUS), 
including wetlands. It requires a permit from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
(USACE) for dredging and filling of WOTUS, including wetlands. 

 
The Rivers and Harbors Act prohibits the construction of any bridge, dam, dike, 
causeway or other structures over or in navigable waterways of the U.S. Section 10 of 
the Act prohibits (1) building of any wharfs, piers, jetties, and other structures and (2) 
excavating or filling within navigable waters without a Section 10 permit from the 
USACE.  
 
Section 438 of the Energy Independence Security Act (EISA) of 2007 (42 USC § 17094) 
requires all federal agencies, including the DoD, to reduce stormwater runoff from 
federal development projects with a footprint that exceeds 5,000 square feet. These 
projects shall use site planning, design, construction, and maintenance strategies for 
the property and maintain or restore, to the maximum extent technically feasible, the 
predevelopment hydrology of the property with regard to the temperature, rate, volume, 
and duration of flow. Federal agencies are required to use the Technical Guidance on 
Implementing the Stormwater Runoff Requirements for Federal Projects to comply with 
the requirements of EISA Section 438. The Technical Guidance was prepared by the 
USEPA, EPA 841-B-09-001, December 2009 as part of stormwater management 
design. 
 
Executive Order (EO) 11990 Protection of Wetlands is intended to minimize the 
destruction, loss, or degradation of wetlands and to preserve and enhance the natural 
and beneficial values of wetlands.  Federal agencies are required to consider 
alternatives to the use of wetland sites and to limit potential damage if an activity 
affecting a wetland cannot be avoided.  
 
EO 11988 Floodplain Management as amended by EO 13690 Establishing a Federal 
Flood Risk Management Standard and a Process for Further Soliciting and Considering 
Stakeholder Input, requires federal agencies to avoid to the greatest extent possible, the 
long- and short-term adverse impacts associated with the occupancy and modification 
of floodplains, and to avoid direct and indirect support of floodplain development 
wherever there is a practicable alternative. 
 



 

 
1-11 

 
DRAFT Environmental Assessment, Rhode Island Air National Guard, 143 AW, Quonset 
State Airport ï February 2021 
 

The Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) regulates floodplains, which are 
recognized as Special Flood Hazard Areas (SFHAs) on the Flood Insurance Rate Maps. 
SFHAs are defined as the area that will be inundated by a flood event having a 1 
percent chance of being equaled or exceeded in any given year (commonly referred to 
as the 100-year floodplain).  
 
The Coastal Zone Management Act (CZMA) (16 U.S.C. 1451 et seq.) declares that it is 
the national policy to preserve, protect, develop, and where possible, restore or 
enhance, the resources of the Nation's coastal zone. Federal Agencies must follow the 
Federal Consistency provisions as delineated in 15 C.F.R. part 930. 
 

1.5.6  Cultural Resources Regulatory Requirements  
The NHPA of 1966 (16 USC § 470) established the National Register of Historic Places 
(NRHP) and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation which outlines procedures 
for the management of cultural resources on federal property. Cultural resources can 
include archaeological remains, architectural structures, and traditional cultural 
properties such as ancestral settlements, historic trails, and places where significant 
historic events occurred. The NHPA requires federal agencies to consider potential 
impacts to cultural resources that are listed, nominated to, or eligible for listing in the 
NRHP; designated a National Historic Landmark; or valued by Native Americans for 
maintaining their traditional culture. Section 106 of NHPA requires federal agencies to 
consult with the appropriate State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) if their 
undertakings might affect such resources. Protection of Historic and Cultural Properties 
(36 CFR 800 [1986]) provides an explicit set of procedures that ensures federal 
agencies meet their obligations under the NHPA, which includes inventorying resources 
and consultation with SHPO.  
 
EO 13007 Indian Sacred Sites directs each federal agency that manages federal lands 
to ñ(1) accommodate access to and ceremonial use of Indian sacred sites by Indian 
religious practitioners and (2) avoid adversely affecting the physical integrity of such 
sacred sites.ò This EO also directs each federal agency to report to the President on 
ñprocedures implemented or proposed to facilitate with appropriate Indian tribes and 
religious leaders.ò The American Indian Religious Freedom Act (42 USC § 1996) 
established federal policy to protect and preserve the rights of Native Americans to 
believe, express, and exercise their traditional religions, including providing access to 
sacred sites. The Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act (NAGPRA) 
(25 USC §§ 3001ï3013) requires consultation with Native American Tribes prior to 
excavation or removal of human remains and certain objects of cultural importance. 
 
In addition, DoD Instruction 4710.02 (DoD Interactions with Federally Recognized 
Tribes) assigns responsibilities and provides procedures for DoD interactions with 
federally recognized tribes in accordance with EO 13175 Consultation and Coordination 
with Indian Tribal Governments.  This DoD Instruction requires that all DoD components 
shall consult with tribes whenever proposing an action that may have the potential to 
significantly affect protected tribal resources, tribal rights, or Indian lands. 
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1.5.7  Anti-Terrorism/Force Protection  
DoD has developed AT/FP standards that are designed to reduce the likelihood of 
physical damage and mass casualties from potential terrorist attacks. Antiterrorism 
standards are based on DoD Instruction 2000.16 (2006), Air Force Instruction (AFI) 10-
245 (2017), and AFI 31-118 (2017). These documents establish guidance and 
procedures to reduce the vulnerability of the installation and personnel to terrorism or 
terrorist activities. Unified Facilities Criteria (UFC) 4-010-01 (DoD Minimum Anti-
terrorism Standards for Buildings) outlines various planning, construction, and 
operational standards to address potential terrorist threats. 
 

1.5.8  Sustainability and Green Infrastructure  
UFC 1-200-02 High Performance and Sustainable Building Requirements provides 
minimum unified requirements, and guidance for planning, designing, constructing, 
renovated, and maintaining high performance and sustainable buildings (HPSB) that will 
enhance DoD mission capability by reducing total ownership costs.  The guidance 
seeks to improve mission capability through:  
 

Å Reduced total ownership costs of buildings  
Å Improved energy and water efficiency  
Å Enhanced building and installation performance and sustainability  
Å Promoting sustainable resource and environmental stewardship  
Å Enhanced energy and water security 

 
The Energy Policy Act of 2005, the Energy Independence Security Act of 2007, and EO 
13834 Efficient Federal Operations mandate Federal agencies to lead by example, 
promoting sustainable Federal buildings through environmentally-sound, economically-
sound, and fiscally-sound design, construction, and operating decisions. The Federal 
requirements collectively are referred to as the ñGuiding Principlesò and are detailed in 
ñGuiding Principles for Sustainable Federal Buildings and Associated Instructionsò, 
February 2016, which replaces ñGuiding Principles for Federal High Performance and 
Sustainable Buildingsò, 2008. Consistent with UFC program requirements, UFC 1-200-
02 integrates DoD requirements (DODI 4170.11 and other DoD Policies) with High 
Performance and Sustainable Building Guiding Principles (HPSB GP) and industry 
standards for HPSB.  Federal agencies are required to target and report annual 
progress toward HPSB GP compliance, with the goal of 15% compliance of the existing 
building inventory by 2025. 
 
For the Air Force, AGRAM 17-01 Change to AF New Construction and Major 
Renovation Certification Requirements provides guidance on the Air Force (AF) switch 
from using Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design (LEED) certification to a 
third-party certification following the DoD version of Guiding Principles Compliance 
certification of the US Green Building Council /Green Business Certification Inc. (GBCI). 
This rating system has been determined to better serve as an indicator of HPSB GP 
Compliance (Air Force Civil Engineer Center [AFCEC. 2017]). This guidance applies to 
new buildings greater than 5000 SF with construction costs greater than $3 Million, and 
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to renovations to existing buildings greater than 5000 SF with construction costs greater 
than $3 Million and 50% estimated replacement costs. 
 

1.5.9  Other Executive Orders  
Environmental Justice. EO 12898 Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice in 
Minority Populations and Low-Income Populations requires that to the greatest extent 
practicable and permitted by law each federal agency make achieving environmental 
justice part of its mission. Federal agencies are required to identify and address any 
disproportionately high and adverse human health or environmental effects of its 
programs, policies, and activities on minority populations and low-income populations in 
the United States. 
 
Protection of Children. EO 13045 Protection of Children from Environmental Health and 
Safety Risks recognizes children may suffer disproportionately from environmental 
health risks and safety risks.  The EO prioritizes identification and assessment of 
environmental health and safety risks that may affect children.  It also promotes federal 
agency policies, programs, activities, and standards to address environmental risks and 
safety risks to children. 
 
Invasive Species. EO 13751 Safeguarding the Nation from the Impacts of Invasive 
Species calls for actions ñto prevent the introduction of invasive species and provide for 
their control and to minimize the economic, plant, animal, ecological, and human health 
impacts that invasive species causeò utilizing the laws of the United States of America, 
including the NEPA of 1969, as amended (42 USC §4321, et seq.), the Nonindigenous 
Aquatic Nuisance Prevention and Control Act of 1990 (16 USC §4701, et seq.), the 
Plant Protection Act (7 USC §7701, et seq.), the Lacey Act, as amended (18 USC §42; 
16 USC §3371-3378, et seq.), the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended (16 
USC §1531, et seq.), the Noxious Weed Control and Eradication Act of 2004 (7 USC 
§7781, et seq.), and other pertinent statutes.  EO 13751 amends and replaces the 
earlier EO 13112 Invasive Species. 
 
Migratory Birds. EO 13186 Responsibilities of Federal Agencies to Protect Migratory 
Birds furthers the intent of the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (16 U.S.C. 703ï711) to ensure 
the conservation of migratory birds and their habitats.  The EO further ensures 
environmental analysis of Federal actions required by the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321-4347) or other established environmental review 
processes evaluate the effects of actions and agency plans on migratory birds, with an 
emphasis on species of concern. 
 
Farmland Protection. The Farmland Protection Policy Act of 1981 (7 U.S.C. 4201) 
requires federal agencies to identify adverse impacts to prime and/or unique farmlands 
within a project action area.  
 

1.5.10 Intergovernmental Review of Federal Programs 
IICEP is a federally mandated process for informing and coordinating with other 
governmental agencies regarding Proposed Actions. As detailed in 40 CFR § 1501.4(b), 
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CEQ regulations require intergovernmental notifications prior to making any detailed 
statement of environmental impacts. Through the IICEP process, the ANG notifies 
relevant federal, state, and local agencies as well as Native American tribes and allows 
them sufficient time to make known their environmental concerns specific to a Proposed 
Action. Comments and concerns submitted by these agencies during the IICEP process 
are subsequently incorporated into the analysis of potential environmental impacts 
conducted as part of the EA. 
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2. DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED ACTION AND ALTERNATIVES  

2.1 INTRODUCTION  
The 143 AW, Rhode Island Air National Guard Installation Development Plan (2018 
IDP) reviews the overall goals and needs for long-term planning for the RIANG. This 
plan builds on earlier base planning that had the long-term goals of moving/repairing 
vulnerable facilities, upgrading facilities and infrastructure to be functional and in 
compliance with regulatory statutes, and providing safe and clean facilities and services 
to staff. Following the 2018 IDP, a list of projects was developed that represented 
possible federal actions likely to be undertaken within the next five to seven-years.  
These proposed projects are discussed in further detail below, including alternatives 
that were considered and rejected.  
 

2.2 PROPOSED ACTION AND ALTERNATIVES 

2.2.1 Proposed Action 
The proposed actions are summarized in Table 1. Additional details on the selected 
projects are discussed below. The proposed projects include a list of new construction, 
renovation/repair, and demolition projects. Together, the projects in the Proposed Action 
further the plan to meet current security and safety standards and to improve 
sustainability of the base operations and the ability to efficiently meet mission 
requirements.  
 

2.2.1.1 New Construction 
Six (6) new construction projects are proposed in support of meeting 2018 IDP goals 
and objectives. New construction projects proposed (Table 1) include the following: 

¶ Covered Parking Facility 

¶ Headquarters/Multi-use Facility 

¶ 282 CBCS Training Facility 

¶ Entry Control Facility (ECF) 

¶ Vehicle Service Station 

¶ Water & Sewer System (could include new components or areas) 
 

2.2.1.2 Renovations and Repairs 
Five (5) projects involve renovating or repairing existing base facilities to meet current 
and future continued uses. The renovation projects proposed (Table 1) include: 

¶ Building 4 

¶ Building 575 

¶ Building 8 

¶ Vehicle Maintenance Facility  

¶ Water & Sewer System 
 

2.2.1.3 Demolitions 
One (1) project involves demolition of an existing base facility, Building 1, to remove 
outdated or unnecessary infrastructure and meet base sustainability requirements. 
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Table 1: Summary of Proposed Projects for Quonset Air National Guard Base 

 Project Title / 
Number / 

Execution Year 

Scope Project Need Comments No Action 
Alternative 

Alternative 1 Alternative 2  

(Preferred Alternative) 

1 Building 4 Interior-
Exterior Repair  
/TWLR142003 
/2021 

¶ 5,000 SF roof 
replacement  

¶ Replace AC unit(s) 

¶ Construct bathrooms 

¶ Other supporting 
features 

To maintain the 
structural integrity, 
functionality, and security 
of the facility. 

Repair Base Supply 
Facility  

Continue to utilize 
old facilities in 
building. No work, 
no new roof, AC, or 
bathrooms. Does not 
fully support efficient 
base operations. 

No other alternative identified. Renovate Building 4. Includes roofing 
replacement, exterior and interior 
finishes, HVAC, bathrooms, and other 
supporting building features to ensure 
sustainable building usage. 

2 New Parking Facility 
/TWLR142840 
/2020 

¶ 10,000 SF new facility 

¶ 3 sided 

¶ Slab foundation 

¶ Electric/lighting 
services 

To reorganize, conserve 
space, and provide 
adequate services.  

Construct New Covered 
Vehicle Parking Lot 

Continue to utilize 
old parking lot. Fails 
to support efficient 
operations, sub-
optimal layout.  

Construct covered parking in 
SE portion of existing lot. 

Construct covered parking in SW portion 
of existing lot, including pavement, 
structure, utilities, drainage, signage/ 
pavement markings, and supporting 
features. 

3 Building 575 
Fire Suppression 
/TWLR172321 
/2021 

¶ Interior renovation To comply with safety 
regulations and provide 
adequate services. 

Repair Fire Suppression 
System  

Continue to use 
outdated fire 
suppression system. 
Fails to support 
long-term 
sustainable 
missions.  

No other alternative identified.  Renovate Building 575 to upgrade fire 
suppression system in accordance with 
current safety regulations. 

4 Repair Fuel Cell, P8  
/TWLR172322 
/2021 

¶ Interior renovation 

¶ Replace paint booth 

¶ Re-epoxy hangar floor 

¶ Extend fall protection 

To comply with safety 
regulations and provide 
adequate services. 

NA Continue to use 
unsafe and 
inadequate space. 
Fails to support 
long-term 
sustainable 
missions. 

No other alternative identified. Renovate Building 8 to provide adequate 
services and comply with current safety 
regulations.  

5 Water & Sewer 
Repair 
/TWLR062960 
/2022 

Water supply and sewer 
systems throughout the 
entire base would be 
repaired or updated to 
current standards and 
codes. Project would 
replace current pipes for 
the base water mains with 
cement-lined ductile iron 
pipe. 11,000 linear feet 
(LF) ï Water / 4,105 LF ï 
Sewer 

To comply with health 
regulations and provide 
adequate services. 

Base-wide Sewer & 
Water Supply 
Upgrades/Repairs 

Continue to use 
outdated water and 
sewer system. 
Inefficient operations 
and long-term 
sustainability issues 
for the base 
operations.  

No other alternative identified.  Fully replace water supply and sewer 
systems through-out the base, to meet 
current building codes and to provide an 
efficient and safe water and wastewater 
handling system.  
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 Project Title / 
Number / 

Execution Year 

Scope Project Need Comments No Action 
Alternative 

Alternative 1 Alternative 2  

(Preferred Alternative) 

6 New Facility, 
Headquarters 
/TWLR159090 
/2021 

¶ 35,000 SF new multi 
complex facility to 
house: 

o Headquarters (HQ) 
o Dining Facility 

(DFAC) 
o Medical 
o Fitness Center 

To comply with 
safety/health regulations 
and provide adequate 
services. 

Construct New HQ 
Complex Building.  
Current HQ building is 
building 1, scheduled to 
be demolished in Project 
10.   

Continue to use 
outdated HQ 
Building. Less 
efficient operation 
that fails to promote 
base morale.  

Two replacement facilities 
would be constructed: a new 
HQ building and a 
DFAC/Medical Facility. The land 
made available in the demolition 
of Building 1 becomes a 
development opportunity area. 
This space may be ideal for 
additional privately owned 
vehicle (POV) parking, storm 
water management 
infrastructure, or onsite energy 
generation facilities (resiliency). 

Construct a new multi-complex 
(HQ/Dining/Medical) facility.   

7 New Facility, 282 
CBCS Complex 
/TWLR169124 
/2026 

42,000 SF new training 
complex 

To provide sufficient and 
adequate facilities and 
services. 

Construct New 282 
CBCS Complex Building 

Continued use of 
outdated facilities 
that fail to support 
efficient mission 
execution. 

Space for the 282 CBCS 
Operations and Training 
functions will be incorporated in 
the newly constructed HQ 
facility. Warehouse space for 
the 282 CBCS will be 
constructed behind Building 2. 

Construct new 282 CBCS Operations 
and Training facility and warehouse, 
including all utilities and supporting 
features. 

8 New Structure, ECF 
/TBD 
/2026 

¶ 233,000 SF new 
entrance structure 

¶ Current ECF would be 
reconfigured, utilizing 
the former footprint of 
Building 1.  

¶ The new ECF will 
include a vehicle 
inspection area, entry 
and exit sidewalks, 
and appropriate 
AT/FP and UFC 
requirements. 

To meet AT/FP and 
security requirements as 
well as improve traffic 
flow. 

Construct New Main 
Gate 

Continue to use 
existing gate.  Fails 
to fully meet AT/FP 
requirements and 
maintains an 
ineffective layout.  

Upgrade current ECF. Add a 
vehicle inspection area, repair 
the final denial barrier, and add 
sidewalks on both the entry and 
exit sides to allow for safe 
pedestrian passage. 

 Current ECF would be reconfigured, 
utilizing the former footprint of Building 1. 
The new ECF will include a vehicle 
inspection area, entry and exit 
sidewalks, and appropriate AT/FP and 
UFC requirements. 
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 Project Title / 
Number / 

Execution Year 

Scope Project Need Comments No Action 
Alternative 

Alternative 1 Alternative 2  

(Preferred Alternative) 

9 Vehicle Service 
Station Repair or 
Relocate 
/TBD /2020 

¶ 25,000 SF existing 
facility renovation 
or 

¶ 25,000 SF new 
construction 

To provide base 
organization and 
adequate services. 

Repair or Relocate 
Vehicle Service Station 

Continue to use 
outdated service 
station that is 
noncompliant for 
stormwater 
management. Fails 
to support efficient 
mission execution. 

Existing station would be 
renovated up to current 
standards, codes, and state 
stormwater permit. 

Relocate and build new station to POL 
area across the street from current 
location. 

10 Demolition, Building 
1 
/TBD  
/2025 

¶ 125,000 SF 
demolished HQ 
Complex facility 

To excess unusable 
facilities outside of their 
intended life cycle. 

Demolish Building 1 is 
required for Projects 6 
and 8. 

Maintenance of 
outdated and 
unused space is 
inefficient and 
potentially unsafe. 

No other alternative identified.  Demolish Building 1 
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2.2.2 Alternatives Considered for Further Analysis  

2.2.2.1 No Action Alternative  
Under the No Action Alternative, the 143 AW would not construct new buildings/ 
facilities, would not improve AT/FP and main gate control, would not repair and upgrade 
existing facilities and infrastructure, and would not provide or improve facilities and 
services to staff. The proposed features are needed to meet existing base regulations 
and to ensure efficient and sustainable base operations in support of the assigned 
mission. For these reasons, the No Action Alternative is not an acceptable alternative. 
Therefore, the No Action Alternative would not meet the needs of the 143 AW; however, 
the EA analyzes this alternative per CEQ regulations and as a baseline to compare 
potential impacts of the Proposed Action. 
 

2.2.2.2 Alternative 1 
Alternatives to the selected plan are summarized in Table 1. Several building repairs 
and renovations and water/sewer infrastructure replacements are necessary for 
structural integrity, sustainment of functionality and safety; therefore, no alternatives to 
these options were listed other than the No Action Alternative.  
 
Alternative 1 makes use of existing facilities as much as possible, balancing surpluses 
and deficits by focusing on space optimization and consolidation. Proposed facility 
projects rely heavily on SRM-funded renovations and equipment purchases, rather than 
MILCON-driven solutions. Functional user groups are consolidated to improve 
efficiencies. This concept concentrates administrative functions in close proximity to the 
ECF. Siting of new facilities was determined by availability of minimally constrained 
land, proximity to existing utility lines, desired functional adjacencies, and improved 
pedestrian access. In addition to the common characteristics previously described in 
Table 1, Alternative 1 includes the following: 
 
Operational Training Facility (Building 1) ï Under this concept, the existing Building 1 
facility will be demolished, and two replacement facilities will be constructed: new 
Headquarters building and a DFAC/Medical Facility. The land made available in the 
demolition of Building 1 becomes a development opportunity area. This space may be 
ideal for additional POV parking, stormwater management infrastructure, or onsite 
energy generation facilities (resiliency). 
 
Entry control facility (ECF) ï Upgrade current entry control facility. Add a vehicle 
inspection area, repair the final denial barrier, and add sidewalks on both the entry and 
exit sides to allow for safe pedestrian passage. 
 
282nd Combat Communications Squadron (282 CBCS) ï Space for the 282 CBCS 
Operations and Training functions will be incorporated in the newly constructed 
Headquarters facility. Warehouse space for the 282 CBCS will be constructed behind 
Building 2. 
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2.2.3 Preferred Alternative  
The Proposed Action/Preferred Alternative (Figure 3) also achieves facility consolidation 
and space optimization, but with several new construction projects that meet current 
mission requirements. In the Proposed Action/Preferred Alternative, inefficient or 
outdated buildings are replaced with new structures, including a new fire station and a 
combined HQ/DFAC/ Medical/Fitness Center. Siting of new facilities was determined by 
availability of minimally constrained land, proximity to existing utility lines, desired 
functional adjacencies, and improved pedestrian access.  
 
This Proposed Action/Preferred Alternative proposes measures to significantly reduce 
vehicle use and encourage pedestrian activity.  Reconfiguring the current ECF will allow 
for improved adjacency and pedestrian access between administrative functions and 
will relocate all POV parking areas within the installation interior to the periphery of the 
base. New, consolidated parking areas, where feasible, should be constructed out of 
permeable pavement. Additionally, these areas may be ideal for onsite energy 
generation through the use of photovoltaic parking shelters. This removal of interior 
parking also produces many small development opportunity areas throughout the site. 
These areas may be ideal for future facility expansion or additional stormwater 
management infrastructure. In addition to the common characteristics previously 
described in Table 1, the Proposed Action/Preferred Alternative includes the following: 
 
Operational Training Facility (Building 1) ï Construct a replacement facility for Building 
1; a combined HQ/DFAC/Medical; demolish Building 1. 
 
Entry Control Facility (ECF) ï Current ECF would be reconfigured, utilizing the former 
footprint of Building 1. The new ECF will include a vehicle inspection area, entry and 
exit sidewalks, and appropriate AT/FP and UFC requirements. 
 
282nd Combat Communications Squadron (282 CBCS) ï Construct a new combined 
Operations and Training facility and warehouse complex for the 282 CBCS. 
 
Pictures of project locations are provided in Figure 4 to Figure 19.  
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Figure 3:  Map of Proposed Action/Preferred Alternative at RIANG.  Each project number corresponds to a project listed in 

Table 1. 
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Figure 4: Building 4 Interior-Exterior Repair (Project #1, TWLR142003) ï Looking 

southwest toward Building 4.  
 

 
Figure 5: New Parking Facility (Project #2, TWLR142840) ï Looking northwest toward 

parking area next to vehicle maintenance building and proposed covered vehicle 
parking structure.








































































































































































































